Response

C-18 The Rheas

1. Comments noted.

2. See Beltway/Bypass

section
of FEIS. Sent a DEIS..

Comment C-18

« X995
DMZ SR,
REG: NoRTH sHANE FREEWAY -~ MY
FIRST aloice wovkB BE THE MO-Bup
ALTERVATIVE . Kuowie AUl well THAT dosT™
OVER-auks ARE INEVITABE , T Féer TaT
Srokane SApret AFRRD A 2.0 Bulbicst +
Poliar FRECUAY - 1
MY S0 choice CIF THE FREEWY 15
RAMMED Powrn ouR THROAT ) wouvlO B¢ THE
HAvanA ALTERNATWE . T THin THis RouTe
WouLE GesT AVRess THE TRAs5:16 MEEDS ¢f
THE FAST sk waTll THE Min) MM Hume
(AT, S(ORANE VEEDS scmi RESiEF FRom
fteavy 9Emi -TRuch TRagpe ALD BY-Plssise THis
TRASge ArOunD THE ety AT THE EXTREME FASTERK 2
Ty Lmils 15 A QOO0 (DEA -

THE RHEAS
E. 3334 MONTGOMERY
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Response

C-19 Margaret R. Watson

1. It is not the intent of this
study to propose that a single
facility or plan would relieve all
congestion in North Spokane
County. The 1985
Transportation Plan Update
published by the Spokane
Regional Council addressed
needs for a new freeway and
additional capacity
improvements such as a
Beltway/Bypass. To include
proposals that address all
regional transportation
deficiencies is outside the scope
of this study.

2. Non structural solutions are
addressed in Chapter 2 of the
FEIS. It was concluded that,
while highly desirable to
implement and enhance these
types of transportation modes,
they could not be expected in
themselves to accommodate
existing or future needs.

3. See Beltway/Bypass section
of FEIS.

4. Comments noted.

Comment C-19

RECE!VEU
Do ATERTTF TRAHSFORTATION

0CT 1 21995

SHUKAN: WA 9520T-2080
TLKAN: WA 952 South 3918 Eastgate Court
Spokane, WA 99203
October 11, 1995

Mr. Harold Wwhite

Project Engineer

Wwashington State Department of Transportation
2714 North Mayfair Street

Spokane, WA 99207-2090

REF: Draft Environmental Impact Statement - North Spokane
Freeway

Dear Mr. White,

On Thursday, September 28 I attended the public meeting to
review the EIS (draft) of the North Spokane Freeway. After
studying the displays outlining the recommended routes and
listening to the presentations and testimony, I offer the
following comments.

The timeline for completion of such a costly project would
not relieve the current or predicted traffic volumes.

The estimated cost of a North Spokane Freeway would nearly
eclipse other transportation needs in our region over the
next two decades.

In light of the ISTEA legislaticn and in view of the air

quality problems which plague Spokane County, more emphasis

should be given to the construction of 2 high speed, light

rall system and an improved bus network. 2

Improvements in non-motorized forms of transportation, i.e.,
bicycling and walking. especially as linkages to transit,
should be given greater support in our region.

A beltway, using and improving existing roadways in some
areas, could eliminate the destruction of neighborhoods such
as occured during the construction of Interstate 90.

In conclusion, I do not favor the building of a North
Spokane Freeway.

B
|4
Sincerely yours,

Ak UL e

t R.Watson

Marga
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Response

C-20 Ken Honecker

1. Comments noted.

2. Localized traffic increase
will occur at the interchange
locations with either freeway
alternative and traffic
volumes will increase over
the no build alternative on
both Francis Avenue and
Wellesley Avenue. At the
same time, traffic volumes
will drop on other streets such
as Market/Greene and
Hamilton/Nevada.

3. See Beltway/Bypass
section of FEIS.

4. It is not the intent of this
study to propose that a single
facility or plan would relieve
all congestion in North
Spokane County. The 1985
TPU addresses a need for a
new freeway and additional
capacity improvements such
as a Beltway/Bypass. To
include proposals that address
all regional transportation
deficiencies is outside the
scope of this study.

5. Sent DEIS 10/18/95.

Comment C-20

Better Mobility Through Spokane

ctling Orvsrae S whds d{,m'// has fle nowe a

North Spokane Freeway Environmental Impact Study

Comment Sheet

Please use this form to express any commenis that you have conceming this project.
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ocy {8

Address: /V 77/7 Sp‘,ﬁ_ T 18 195
HARCLD WHITE, P.E.

Telephone: 168~ 2951 %"

Comments; Sig T wodd ke To e Pt T am Aol

”} 7,'4(

Sce @ polf Coum have fo MJ(,-;O

Amg C/f,e/y.’/e/ awel do paf W/ue of

ﬁOOSe/ﬁ qu Masket o+ plan o ‘qn# o/vuéfs
H:»a»« ft)d‘( J. \vav‘vi ra
Clowe then ST f”“" S

+4 iden of 6‘,;#//3 @ ‘Fvee«y cuve Fhe 76(, S a CJ//F
tH«w fanps o Frame 4 loelis w.,/;/c _’hafe ﬁose S/;“/
ﬁ/‘ e alr

N 3 4 v, Sd”ﬂﬂ’? be ot Ao
\kIDRSQ e a ruh e W, H\ b odd ,{
Iﬁ(ﬂi a je/ﬁw/ aro < Grefe,

Sens f.l“ ,leo,/ O'F rp\,]‘-jﬁ 'J(mf{’r. arauu/ﬂt /3?7‘,«/94//4/ (?,./b_

at Ac gme fime Fto/«’ | offF1a In K oo o Nosse Q‘J’;ﬂyl

T G(O ast See @ Qf_{ In -Q,ﬂf,./)/ UQ/ /vcn](,u\ 0/0,“
Mmud. 'f\\ /{59'6;\ Hhe /\0/*( /50‘,7‘/\ ')‘W Hom 1‘1(,09/\ ﬂt

6 (O'ﬁlu,#vs' 454
e of as mud, of Fas (5 sl G
M"Vli Wl)vob’ ’\ﬂ:hét {/keé ‘l‘ D’r‘/vg_ S(’vh{ M,/@ ot of 1(&?%3

Whe. Fhe atevage +//o cstace in %oﬁ"‘ IS/VA"'%/ "“/ 5ot

Tf ve b hacto hore @ freeuny Fhr L fin ratie ﬂw« qroud
’f‘ Vel wodlS o e 0\74/'/ Cememl oA ol Sefwﬁlc{"—""

be *% aren, T wodd refler st Somefly,
S$/m§ Tle //.,(,‘,,\ q‘o( WU
S awadd [ @

sene A far 9’3"‘& 7/0% ot WWS I@ﬂ/e(‘ﬂ’(lﬁp‘d‘ s‘% Tk

Final EIS
North Spokane Freeway

Appendix L
Comments and Responses

Page L-83



Response
C-21 Brad Benson

1. Location and construction of
Non-motorized vehicle facilities
will be coordinated with local
agency plans. Availability of
Right of Way and funding will

¢ 'nstrain development of these
types of facilities.

2. Overall, the Havana
Alternative is less costly than
the Market/Greene Alternative;
$854 to $812 million versus
$875 to $843 million
respectively. Right of way
costs are higher for Havana in
Phase 4; Trent Access, and
Phase 5; 1-90 to Trent 1/C
(Includes C/D). In this vicinity
the freeway route crosses from
the 1-90 Interchange to Havana
impacting much more
commercial property.

Comment C-21

Better Mobility Through Spokane

Comment Sheet

SPORANE, WA yye07

North Spokane Freeway Environmental Impact Study

RECEIVED

Piease use this form 10 cxpress any comments that you have conceming this project. oci ¢9 ms

Name: ﬁfd?d %5&7‘7"
Address: 06029 /‘/ Fﬁ”‘/’flﬂ
Telephone: f@j&ﬁm&?&ﬂdwﬂ

SE3-39/p Chw et s - EvE )
Comments: »3r Quality - All options would improve air quality.
As you know, Spokane's air quality is worst when stalled
morning rush hours are combined with inversions. Improving
traffic flow is the single most effective option. To that end
a freeway is the superior option. An improved arterial will
help somewhat. As the area grows, however, traffic will
outstrip any arterial improvement.

Noise- It's doubtful that a freeway generates significantly
more noise thz:s:crouded arterial. A freeway will have a
negative impact ‘only on homes in the direct vicinity. A
freeway will draw traffic from other arterials, benefiting a
larger number of households and creating a net benefit to
Spokane.

Energy- Certainly a freeway is by far the most efficient
alternative.

Bicycle Facilities- Please build bicycle paths, but be
realistic about their cost and benefit. Due to our weather,
the bike paths won't be used most of the year, and regular
policing will be required similar to our centennial trail.

Cost- It's hard for me to reconcile the cost estimate of the
Market/Greene alternative being higher than Havana. The
former option displaces fewer homes and businesses, and can
be built on existing grades. The sooner the project is
completed the lower the cost in terms of land, labor,
materials, and displacement costs. It may also ease
regulatory costs Spokane must bear due to environmental
nonattainment, oxygenated fuel for example.

Other Issues- The South alternative will probably serve more
people because it closer to Northwest neighborhoods.
Businesses will be more amenable to a freeway option, higher
speed traffic and road construction are a’ death knell to

existing businesses even if they are not directly displaced.

conclusion- I support any of the freeway options and prefer
the South option.
costs the least.

I'1] continually support whichever freeway

Ve _/2 /G- 25 HAROLD WHITE. P.E
Sokarg _wA P20 F
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Response

C-22 Roy A. Eickmeyer

1. Construction of this project will
result in changes in noise levels as
describe in Chapter 4 (Noise
Section) of the FEIS. To quantify
changes in noise, the Federal
Highway Administration developed
a method for determining noise -
impacts. A noise impact occurs
when a predicted traffic noise level
approaches or exceeds the Noise
Abatement Criteria listed in Table
4-7 of the FEIS or when the
predicted traffic noise level
substantially exceeds the existing
noise level. After noise impacts are
identified, mitigation measures for
reducing or eliminating them are
developed. This gives weight to the
benefits and cost of mitigation.
Specific descriptions of noise
impacts for the Market/Greene and
Havana Alternatives are found in
Chapter 4 (Noise Section) of the
FEIS. The Noise Discipline Report
is also available for review upon
request from the WSDOT Eastern
Region Office.

2. Traffic increases in Spokane are
a function of land use and growth.
Highway and other transportation
improvements can stimulate growth
or speed up growth that would
happen eventually over time. This
is shown to be true as both the no-
build and build alternatives have
similar growth in traffic for the
design year of 2020. The build
alternative carries much of the
additional traffic on a single facility
rather than spreading over the
existing arterial street
system.Localized traffic increases
will occur at interchange locations
with either freeway alternative and
traffic volumes will increase over
the no build alternative on both
Francis Avenue and Wellesley
Avenue. At the same time traffic
volumes drop on other streets such

Comment C-22

North Spokane Freeway Environmental Impact Study

Comment Sheet

Plcase use this form to express any comments that you have conceming this project.

Name: E“A. [3.(:1(1&,"; £ Dae _ Cer, 16 {99¢€

Address: __ €420 N S waars
7

Telephone: _ 4 §-4C43  Aesa Cjnr_(?C 9)

Slo.: warne, WA,

pokane

Comments:

(D I have read the envir tal impact st nt draft volume 2,
and I do not endorse cither of the routes. The added concentration
of vzone's, and other emissions, ( especially noisc), would be two high 3
for the surrounding arcas. The worst of the routes for these effects to both

m the schools and a greater percent of the population, is the primary route

: that has been cndorsed, the Market/Greenc routc. This route is the worst
of the two for the noisc problems it creates for thosc schools, which are used

o the majority of the year. The added cost of constructing sound reducing

3 walls, or structures, which are only designed to limit the nois¢, not remove it.

N - The emissions from the traffic is also gz]mg to substnntia.ll{l increase, and becausc
of the prevailing wind is toward the hills to the east, it will be trapped in the
area; and become cxcessive on calm day's. Another very important problem
is the tremendously incrcased flow of traffic that is going to be incurred by

> by wellesley and especially Francis Ave.. The intere ml%e to Francis will
have truck traffic increascs beyond reason. Because half of the interchange is 2

o county, the trucks can usc jake-brakes; probably on both sides becausc there

won't be 2 way to enforce the city side cffectively. There will alsobea

massive inerease of those same trucks and added noisc to Francis; and the

traffic on Prancis is alrcady bad. Both Francis and Welleslcy will be over

burdened, and eventually Kavc to be widened to accommodatc the added traffic

flow. The noise levels from both those strects will go out of site; and with 1

schools on both thosc streets, (what about the noisc to them?), not to menton

the added pollutants and safcty problems for the children who have to cross

those strects. Then there is the traffic slow-downs and stops by the school- 4

zones creating cven more pollution problems with air quality, plus accidents ’

with the added truck and commercial traffic.
Both routes will cost to much moncy, and would adversely affect to many
people for health and safety. Especially the Market/Greene street route.

M);vl;lilgg?t concern is what will happen to Wellcsley and Francis, strects

Better Mob

which come over burdened with traffic, noisc and emissions,
almost immediatcly. RECEVED
ocr 27 1995
HARGLD WHITE, P.E.

as Market/Greene and3. Vehicles
traveling faster polluteless and are
more efficient. Based on EPA
MOBILES, emission rate modeling
program, Carbon
MonoxideHamilton/Nevada.
emission rates will be 2.5 to 3 times
greater at low arterial speeds than at
freeway speeds. Refer to Volume 1,
Chapter 4 of the FEIS concerning
more in depth analysis and the
environmental consequences. 4.
School attendance boundaries take
into account high volumestreets and
try to prevent

students from crossing major
arterials whenever possible. No
student crossings other than at
Wild Horse Park which crosses
the Market/Greene alternative
have been identified.

5. Additional capacity will be
required on both Francis and
Wellesley Avenues with or
without this project. A higher
traffic volume is expected with
the build alternative.
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Response
C-23 Patrick A. Mertens

1. Comments noted.

2. WSDOT rationale for this
project is stated in Chapter 1,
Purpose and Need for this
Action.

3. See Beltway/Bypass section
of FEIS.

Comment C-23

North Spokane Freeway Environmental Impact Study

Comment Sheet

REC:
Please use this form 10 express any comments that you have concerming this project. 6CT | 7. B8
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Response Comment C-23 (Continued)

Yloprrd
7 FE@, S5

PIAN XOW BEPORE IT'S T00 LATE!?f!12teteattte

THRE OUTLINE BORIER OF THIS PROPOSAL REPRESENTS AN ELIPSE, A SEMI-CIRCLE OR
A BELT LINE PREETAY.

A BEL? LINE PREEWAY WILL SOLVE TRAFPIC PROBLEMS & AIR POLLUTION NGW¥ AND IN
THE YEAR 2000 er 2050,

Here is hew 1t werkm:

A Belt lLine Freeway makes 1t easy for trucks and cars te travel around the
city center arca when they have no reason te ge there, resulting in less
congestion amd carbea menoxide pellution, because they can get where they
are geing with much less traffic driving and much lees time spent,

Belt Lime Preeways are the ecological solutien to traffic and pellution
preblems, and have proven their werth in oities such as Ninneapelis-

St. Paul, Minn. and Washingten D,C,

At the present time there are 5 major industries supporting eaployment of

caneiderable citizens of the Spekane area, they are:

The Kaisar Aluminuz Rolling Mill at Trentwood, The Industris] Park at Velox,
The Kaiser Alumimm Reductiecn Flant at Mead, The Speknne International Air-
pert at Geiger, and The Pairchild Air Porce Base at Galena,

Thers are many sther quality firme and busi in the Spekane area but
these five create the heaviest traffic movements,

Te move traffic quickly & orderly with little cress town or through town
travel, a Belt Line Preeway or Expreaswny is stronglyrecommended te begin
at:

Flerw Rd. @ Velox in Spokane Valley at the Industrial Park, proceed

north, nerth-west over Pleasant Prarie to Peone and Parwell Rds, west on
Parwell Rd. to just south of Fine Mile Falls (pessing Xaiser's Beduction
plant @ Mead) , cresaing the Spekane River between Fine Mile Palls & Seven
¥ile, turning seuth down Hayford or Craig Rds te the Hayford Interchange
on 1-30 (geing between Interuntioual Airpert & Pairchild), east between =

Page ~ 1.
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Response Comment C-23 (Continued)

Eallet Bd & Melvills B4 to Florm Rd., then morth em Flers Rd. to Velox,
(covering traffic to the Industrial Park and Kaiser's Relling win).

Sounting geing te work .er business traffic away frem dewntom Spokane will
sllew the City ef Spekane and the sur ding areas to grow peacefully and
nermally switheut being eriss-crossed and cut imte pieces by Residential
Freeways and Expressways.

Time iz impertant befers the areas in shich this Belt line Presway is pre-
Mdumuhadhmmtduoﬁcm-muthytmtm
within tha Spekame and Speksne Valley.

Leta all back this Belt Iine Preeway Preposal and urge the state hiway dept.
te start acquirimg the right ef way fer this preject new.

This preject ceuld be oompleted in stapes with the North Area Horseshoe
atarted firet,

Arterials will still be important to traffio flew - thervfere, it is reo-
emmended specifically that:
# 1 Herth Addisen be cut threugh and made an Arterial Jeiming Nerth Aster
seuth te Nissien Ave.
# 2 Forth Hamiltsn be extended from Trent south te Sprague Ave. with &
bridee, — CONNECT KEGFE BRIDSE T3 SPRASUE WiTho MROFF
# 3 Nerth Crestlise be wrtended mouth fren Tllinets with a bridge azd "/ />
Decessary street werk te cemnect it te Nerth Wapa at Missisn Ave.

Patrick A, Merteas
1203 E. Dalten Ave,
Spekans, Wash, 99207

Prepesal sulmitted byt

P
.
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Response Comment C-23 (Continued)

HE 2 b ,
fo i ,: i’ e
/(H é( \df f/é) ﬁ [e(' HARD WHITF PLE.

{.{ ! 1’ H Px:n: .
/‘ 6% rry e Epeypen

Spekane, ¥ash. 99207
’ Waﬁ

Jume 15, 1976
Dear Sir,

Frclesed please £ind a proposal made st a recent "Tewn Aall Meeting” and
te the public thru "lLetters te the Editor" in both the Spekane-Chronicle
and Rerview,

This propesal was enthusiestioally received by beth the Citizenry and the
Technical Staff of the Metropelitan Tranapsrtatien Study Team,

Meat business men and laboring pecple involved with the constructiom
industry in the Spok area, and of the Chamb of Commerce

that I have had cenversations with are'for' the prepesed “Nerth-South Free-
way” in the Hamilton-Fevada Corrider for the reasens that it would produce
a boon in the censtructien business - with remeval of 650 hemes & the exca-
vations & cencrete pourings.

Anyene whe has truveled much to ether cities such as Pertland, Les ‘ngeles,
St, Louis, & ethers, where they contimucusly sliced up their Thome towns"
with residential & business area freeways, knews that is not the anawer.
Building Preeways just to preduce joba or prefits and telling your neighbors
in your "home tewn" that they should be willing te sacrifice their hames

in the name of "prsgress” - sc¢ that business people or ethers who have invest-
ed in lande for future development in suburban areas can sell those lands at
huge profits - is as antiquated as the horse & buggy for trenspertatien!

When you ceapare cities like Minneapolis-St. Paul, sad Wagh. D.C, where Belt
Iine Preeways have been built to the ones criss-creased and cut up by busi-
ness & residential ares freeways — you find that Belt Line Preeways are the
enly snawer ts permansntly selving the preblems of meving vast smmounts of
moter treffic and Xeeping strietly trunsient driven vebicles away fram the
heart sf a city where most of the Carbon-Nomexide Air Pollution occcurs.

This prevosed Belt Line Freewny would preduce many jebs & profits for
laber & industry in the Spekane Area ~ but net disrupt the things we
leve and enjoy sbeut living in Spokane.

T urge you to enthusiastically suppert this prepesed Baslt Line Preemay
as an immediate highest prisrity answer to Spekane Area traffic and air
pollutisa preblens and te urge sll lador & businees industries in the
Spekans Area to enderse this preject as the snly loaxz range nol\lthn‘l).

?’?—"ﬁa%&x&

Patrick A. Mertens

Thank you!

P,5. Tlease mend your endorsements to me and I mssure you they will enly
be used to effectively bring about the cempletien ef this preject!
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Response

Comment C-23 (Continued)

%7 ratrick A, Mertens

1203 E, Dalten “ve
Spekane, ¥ash. 99207

Aune—22nd; 1976
Te: VLRTEL TC FEX, 1755
Citizen Advisery Cemmittee
en Transportatiom &
Trenepertation Techmical
Cemmittes Spolans, Wash,
HALE

T—————— e
7 On May 25th, 1976 at the "Tewn Hall Meeting” a prepesal was-umie to the

Transpertatien Study Committee that meny of the recemmended expensive

arterial imp ts could be 4 or eliminated by an all encompass—

ing "Great Circle Reuts” - "Belt Line Preeway or Expressway" around thn

Spekene Aree.

West of the Transportatisn Study Teams(Recemmended Arterial Inmprovements )

are net eligible fer State Highway Munde, witheut Leglolature Approval,&

or Pedernl Righway Punds because they fall inte the category of solving

anly lecal traffic preblems, while s Belt Line Preeway meets all the require-~

wents ecolegically and by definitiom for State Hiway Punds, & Pedernl Hiwny

Pumds,

Nearly a1l of the recommended srterial imprevements weuld have to be financed

lecally by higher property taxes through bond imsues,

My prepesal for the Belt Line Freeway was enthusicetically received at the

Tesm Hall Meeting by the Citigzenry and supposedly by the Transpertation Study
{ Team,

Rewhere in the Prejects Map that we are here to discuss this evening did

the Belt Line Preeway Proposal receive mentien!

On June 14th in the Spekans Chranicle Editerial en article cenceming a

propesed new Industrial Park adjacent to Spekmne Internatienal Airport was

written, which would previde aame additional 2000 jebs.

I ask you to ebserve your Prejects Kap with the proposed Belt Line Preewny

superimpesed om it. You sse that ene mere Industry et the Intermational
REC. .7t

ocT 1 7. 190

Airpert would be served by this rurel frecway!

Fage - 1.
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